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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

1 . Applicant's amendment was received on 5/27/2008, and has been entered and made of 
record. Currently, claims 1-14 are pending. 

Response to Remark/Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments, section "Rejection Under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12", page 5, with respect 
to 7-12 have been fully considered and arc persuasive. The rejection of claims 7-12 under 35 
U.S.C. § 1 12 Second Paragraph has been withdrawn. 

Regarding applicant's arguments, section "Rejection under 35 U.S.C. §102" 

Applicant's arguments, "However, while Mochizuki does discuss receiving a network address and 
receiving a port number of a printer, Mochizuki does not discuss or suggest receiving identification numbers 
of each of the printers, such as the port numbers, and then receiving a network address of selected printer 
corresponding to a predetermined identification number from among the received identification numbers. In 
Mochizuki, the identification numbers, i.e., the port numbers, and the printer ID address are both sent at the 
same time and in the same printer response packet to the host 10. However, in Mochizuki, the port numbers 
of the printers connected to the network are not first received by the host 10 and then the network address of 
a selected printer corresponding to a predetermined identification number from among the received 
identification numbers is received by the host 10. The printer ID address and the port numbers are sent at the 
same time. Therefore, Mochizuki does not suggest receiving a network address of a selected printer 
corresponding to a predetermined port number from among the already-received port numbers", section II, 
pages 5-6. 
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In re, the examiner respectfully disagrees. As applicant admitted that "Mochizuki 
discusses a host 10 that includes a printer retrieval unit 48 sending a broadcast printer retrieval 
packet to retrieve a printer from a network. The printer retrieval packet includes information 
required for the execution of communication between the printer and the host, such as the host IP 
address and port number . When the packet is received at a printer, the printer sends a response 
packet to the host, the response packet including information required for communication 
between the host 10 and the printer, such as the printer IP address and the port number", 
(emphasis added by the examiner), Section II, page 5. One skilled in ordinary art knows that 
communication between a host (or a computer) and a networked printer must be with a network 
protocol and packets. Mochizuki discloses a process of requesting and receiving identification 
number of printers. For instance, host 10 sends out a printer retrieval packet with a specific port 
number XXXX ( predetermined port number ) and the printer verifies the port number XXXX and 
sends response packet back to the host with an identifier indicative of response information (col 
6, lines 16-50); then the host issues a print request packet including IP address and port number 
(col 7, lines 1-14); in response to the host print request, the printer sends a response packet to 
host including IP address, port number and printer ID such as the printer name (col 7, lines 33- 
55). Thus, the arguments "Mochizuki does not discuss or suggest receiving identification numbers of each 
of the printers, such as the port numbers, and then receiving a network address of selected printer 
corresponding to a predetermined identification number from among the received identification numbers" 
and "Therefore, Mochizuki does not suggest receiving a network address of a selected printer corresponding 
to a predetermined port number from among the already-received port numbers" are not persuasive. 
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Applicant further argues that "As discussed above, Mochizuki discusses requesting the printers to 
transmit identification numbers and receiving the identification numbers. However, Mochizuki does not 
discuss or suggest generating an address request signal requesting a network address of a specific printer 
among the printers in response to a print request. Mochizuki discusses requesting printer ID addresses from 
a number of printers, but Mochizuki does not discuss or suggest generating an address request signal 
requesting a network address of a specific printer among the printers connected to the network that have sent 
the identification numbers", Section II, page 7. 

In re, the examiner respectfully disagrees. As discussed above, Host 10 specifies a port 
number XXXX in the printer retrieval packet (col 6, lines 16-40) and the printer verifies the 
packet addressed to the port number XXXX; then sends response packet back to host; the host 
sends out a print request packet including IP address and port number and printer in reply sends a 
response packet back to the host, again, including IP address, port number and printer ID 
information (col 7, lines 1-55). If the host does not generate an IP address request signal 
requesting a network address (or IP address), how can a print request pack include IP address 
and port number in communicating with the networked printer? Thus, the argument "As discussed 
above, Mochizuki discusses requesting the printers to transmit identification numbers and receiving the 
identification numbers. However, Mochizuki does not discuss or suggest generating an address request signal 
requesting a network address of a specific printer among the printers in response to a print request. 
Mochizuki discusses requesting printer ID addresses from a number of printers, but Mochizuki does not 
discuss or suggest generating an address request signal requesting a network address of a specific printer 
among the printers connected to the network that have sent the identification numbers" is not persuasive 
either. 



Regarding applicant's arguments, section "Rejection under 35 U.S.C. §103" 
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Applicant argues that "As discussed above, Mochizuki does not discuss or suggest all the features 
of independent claims 1 and 7. Motoyama fails to make up for the deficiencies in Mochizuki. Therefore, claim 
1 and 7 patentably distinguish over the references relied upon. Claims 6 and 12 depend directly from 
independent claims 1 and 7 and include all the features of their respective independent claims, plus additional 
features. Therefore, claims 6 and 12 patentably distinguish over the references relied upon for at least the 
reasons noted above. Accordingly, withdrawal of the §103(a) rejection is respectfully requested", section III, 
page 7-8. 

In re, the examiner disagrees with the statement. As discussed above, Mochizuki's 
disclosure reads all claim limitations and therefore, the rejection ground is valid and still stands. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

4. Claims 1-5, 7-11 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Mochizuki (US 7,113,298). 

Regarding claim 7. 

Mochizuki discloses an apparatus (Host 10 and the networked printer in Fig. 1) for 
printing data using an identification number of a printer (e.g. Printer ID, col 7, lines 40-42) to 
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perform a printing process through a network in which a plurality of printers are respectively 
connected to a plurality of computers (Fig. 1) , comprising: a port setting portion (e.g. printer 
retrieval unit 48 of Fig. 7) which requests the printers to transmit identification numbers in 
response to a printer port set request (Fig. 9 teaches printer retrieval with an identifier 
indicative of a request fro printer by Host 10, col 6, lines 7-57) and which stores the received 
identification numbers (e.g. retrieved printer information, including printer identifier and IP 
address is stored as part of Driver 25 of Fig. 7, and therefore, this information can be 
displayed as a GUI posting to the operator, col 7, lines 40-55); an identification number 
transmitting portion (printer retrieval responding unit 56 of Fig. 8) which transmits the 
requested identification numbers (e.g. IP address and port number, col 8, line 53 through col 
9, line 8); a request signal generating portion (Printer retrieval packet of Fig. 9 & print 
request packet of Fig. 11) which generates an address request signal requesting a network 
address (printer IP address) of a specific printer among the printers having sent the 
identification numbers in response to a print request (col 6, lines 10-57 & col 7, lines 5-32) and 
which outputs the generated address request signal (Figs. 7 and 8, col 6, lines 7-57); an address 
transmitting portion (response packet from printer of Fig. 10) which transmits the network 
address in response to the address request signal (col 6, lines 38-57); an address receiving 
portion (Printer Retrieval Unit 48 of Fig. 7 & Step 9 of Fig. 13, col 7, line 56 through col 8, 
line 8) which receives the transmitted network address (col 6, lines 48-64); a data transmitting 
portion (Application 16 & port 30 of Fig. 7) which transmits print data to the specific printer 
(Figs. 14a-b, & Figs 15a-b, col 10, line 51 through col 11, line 6); and a print portion which 
prints the transmitted print data ("host posts the print data transfer unit 52 to start the 
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printing processing in step S18", col 10, lines 51-67, one of skilled in the art understands 
that printer prints out the transmitted print data and col 14, lines 34-52). 

Regarding claim 1 . 

Claim 1 recites identical features as claim 7, except claim 1 is a method claim. Thus, 
arguments similar to that presented above for claim 7 are also equally applicable to claim 1 . 
Regarding claim 13. 

Claim 13 recites identical features as claim 7, except claim 13 is a method claim. Thus, 
arguments similar to that presented above for claim 7 are also equally applicable to claim 13. 
Regarding claim 8. 

Mochizuki discloses wherein the address request signal includes an identification number 
corresponding to the specific printer (e.g. a printer IP address and port number, col 6, lines 
50-53). 

Regarding claim 9. 

Mochizuki discloses an identification number checking portion (response packet from 
printer of Fig. 10) checking (judging) whether an identification number of a printer having the 
address transmitting portion and the predetermined identification number are the same, in 
response to the address request signal having the predetermined identification number, and 
outputting (unicast) the result of check as a check signal (Fig. 13, col 7, line 56 through col 8, 
line 27); and a transmission portion transmitting (unicast) the network address (IP address) of the 
predetermined printer having the same identification number in response to the check signal 
(Fig. 13, col 7, line 56 through col 8, line 27, and Figs 15a-b, col 8, line 53 through col 9, line 
8). 
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Regarding claim 10. 

Mochizuki discloses wherein the network address is one of an Internet protocol (IP) 
address, an Internet packet exchange (IPX) address, and a media access control (MAC) address 
(col 6, lines 50-57). 

Regarding claim 1 1 . 

Mochizuki discloses the identification numbers are printer port registration information 
(col 6, lines 50-57). 

Regarding claim 2. 

Claim 2 recites identical features as claim 9, except claim 2 is a method claim. Thus, 
arguments similar to that presented above for claim 9 are also equally applicable to claim 2. 
Regarding claim 3. 

Claim 3 recites identical features as claim 10, except claim 3 is a method claim. Thus, 
arguments similar to that presented above for claim 10 are also equally applicable to claim 3. 
Regarding claim 4. 

Claim 4 recites identical features as claim 8, except claim 4 is a method claim. Thus, 
arguments similar to that presented above for claim 8 are also equally applicable to claim 4. 
Regarding claim 5. 

Claim 5 recites identical features as claim 1 1 , except claim 5 is a method claim. Thus, 
arguments similar to that presented above for claim 1 1 are also equally applicable to claim 5. 
Regarding claim 14. 

Claim 14 recites identical features as claim 8, except claim 14 is a method claim. Thus, 
arguments similar to that presented above for claim 8 are also equally applicable to claim 14. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 6 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Mochizuki (US 7,1 13,298) as applied to claims 1 and 7 above, and in view of Motoyama et al 
(Motoyama) (US 6,839,717). 

Regarding claim 12. 

Mochizuki teaches using print's name as printer identifier in network printing (col 7, 
lines 45-50). 

Mochizuki differs from claim 12, in that he does not expressly teach wherein the 
identification numbers are printer serial numbers. 

Motoyama teaches wherein the identification numbers are printer serial numbers (col 32, 
lines 7-34). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to have modified Mochizuki to include wherein the identification numbers are printer 
serial numbers, but Mochizuki teaches using print's name as printer identifier in network printing 
taught by Motoyama to a flexible, quick and easy way to determine or identify a device for 
communication (col 4, lines 10-52). 
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Regarding claim 6. 

Claim 6 recites identical features as claim 12, except claim 6 is a method claim. Thus, 
arguments similar to that presented above for claim 12 are also equally applicable to claim 6. 

Conclusion 

7. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Steven Kau whose telephone number is 571-270-1 120 and fax 
number is 571-270-2120. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Friday, from 
8:30 am -5:30 pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, King Poon can be reached on 571-272-7440. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



/Steven Kau/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2625 
8/18/2008 



/King Y. Poon/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 
2625 



